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ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND

The current understanding of the long-term effectiveness of the BNT162b2 vaccine across diverse U.S.
pediatric populations is limited. Using data from the PEDSnet collaboration, we assessed the
effectiveness of BNT162b2 against various strains of the SARS-CoV -2 virus.

METHODS

We emulated three target trials to assess the real-world effectiveness of BNT162b2: adolescents aged 12
to 20 years during the Delta variant period (Target trial 1), children aged 5to 11 years (Target trial 2) and
adolescents aged 12 to 20 years during the Omicron variant period (Target triad 3). The outcomes
included documented infection, COVID-19 illness severity, admission to an intensive care unit (ICU), and
two cardiac-related outcomes, myocarditis and pericarditis. We implemented a novel trial emulation
pipeline accounting for possible misclassification biasin vaccine documentation in EHRS.

RESULTS

During the Delta period, the BNT162b2 vaccine demonstrated an overall effectiveness 98.4% against
documented infection among adolescents, with no significant waning after receipt of the first dose.
During the Omicron period, the overall effectiveness in preventing documented infection among children
was estimated to be 74.3%. Higher levels of effectiveness of 75.5% and 84.9% were observed against
moderate or severe COVID-19 and ICU admission with COVID-19, respectively. In the adolescent
population, the overal effectiveness in preventing documented Omicron infection was 85.5%, with
effectiveness of 84.8% against moderate or severe COVID-19, and 91.5% against ICU admission with
COVID-19. The effectiveness of the BNT162b2 vaccine against the Omicron variant declined after 4
months following the first dose and then stabilized. Across al three cohorts, the risk of cardiac outcomes
was approximately 65% to 85% lower in the vaccinated group than that of the unvaccinated group.

CONCLUSIONS

Our study suggests that BNT162b2 is effective for various COVID-19-related outcomes in children and
adolescents during Delta and Omicron periods, with lower cardiac risk. Waning effectiveness indicates
potential need for future revaccination.
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INTRODUCTION

The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) expanded the emergency use authorization of the BNT162b2
MRNA COVID-19 vaccine (Pfizer-BioNTech) to 12-15-year-olds on May 10, 2021, and to 5-11-year-
olds on October 29, 2021. As of April 5, 2023, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
reports indicate that 40% of U.S. children aged 5-to-11-year-olds and 72% of adolescents aged 12-to-18-
year-olds had received at least one dose of the vaccine. The emergence of the Omicron variant (B.1.1.529)
and its subvariants in early 2022 led to a new surge in COVID-19 cases worldwide'. The randomized
trials of the BNT162b2 vaccine which demonstrated high efficacy of 2 doses against COVID-19 (100%
and 91% among those aged 12-15 and 5-11 years, respectively) were conducted before the emergence of
the Omicron variant®®,

Several observational studies have been conducted to investigate the effectiveness of vaccination in real -
world settings™®. However, prior studies have had limited follow-up periods, covering the Delta variant or
earlier subvariants of Omicron periods only. Studies evaluating the Omicron variant have only assessed
the short-term effects of the vaccine, with only one study involving children evaluating the effect beyond
3 months’. There is limited information on the long-term durability of vaccine protection during the
Omicron period. Few existing studies on U.S. pediatric populations have covered both hospitalized
patients and those with mild or asymptomatic conditions. Furthermore, while studies have acknowledged
limitations due to misclassification in vaccination status in real-world effectiveness studies, none have
rigorously evaluated the impacts of such misclassification nor accounted for the potential bias it may
introduce.

To address these gaps in our knowledge of the pediatric effectiveness of SARS-CoV-2 vaccination, we
designed this study to assess the real-world effectiveness of BNT162b2 among children and adol escents
during the Delta and Omicron variant-predominant periods using electronic health record (EHR) data
from a national network of U.S. pediatric medical centers. Our study used a trial emulation design and
adjusted for misclassification issues in vaccination status and has several attractive features that
strengthen credibility of our inference. First, it is the largest study to date in the U.S. estimating vaccine
effectiveness in children and adolescents, covering a broad spectrum of the U.S. pediatric population.
Second, the study examined the effectiveness against infection over a longer follow-up period than any
previous study, enabling evaluation of the durability of vaccine protection. Third, the study included a
diverse representation of U.S. pediatric populations from primary care, specialty care, emergency
department, testing centers, and inpatient settings. Fourth, the study was the first to account for the
incomplete capture of vaccination status by heath systems in the U.S. Finally, besides infection and
severe disease endpoints, we also studied the effect of vaccination on the incidence of myocarditis and
pericarditis to assess the effect of vaccination relative to this known potential risk.
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METHODS

DATA SOURCES

This study used EHR data from PEDSnet', which is a national collaboration of pediatric health systems
that share EHR data, conduct research, and improve outcomes together. Participating institutions in this
study included: Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia, Cincinnati Children’s Hospital Medical Center,
Children’s Hospital Colorado, Ann & Robert H. Lurie Children’s Hospital of Chicago, Nationwide
Children’s Hospital, Nemours Children’s Health System (inclusive of the Delaware and Florida health
system), Sesttle Children’s Hospital, and Stanford Children’s Health. Data were extracted from the
PEDSnet COVID-19 Database Version Week 141",

SPECIFICATION AND EMULATION OF TARGET TRIALS

Target trials are hypothetical randomized controlled trials (RCT) that guide the design of observational
studies to assess the real-world effectiveness of treatments™. We designed and conducted emulation of
three target trials to investigate the effectiveness of the BNT162b2 vaccine in preventing infection with
various strains of the SARS-CoV-2 virus in children and adolescents in the United States (Table 1). The
three target trials focused on documented SARS-CoV -2 infection and outcomesiin:

e Target trial 1 (Delta study in adolescents): adolescents aged 12 to 20 years during the period when
the Delta variant was prevaent from July 1, 2021, to November 30, 2021.

e Target trial 2 (Omicron study in children): children aged 5 to 11 years during the period when the
Omicron variant was prevalent from January 1, 2022, to November 30, 2022.

e Target trial 3 (Omicron study in adolescents): adolescents aged 12 to 20 years during the period
when the Omicron variant was prevalent from January 1, 2022, to November 30, 2022.

The design of target trials and trial emulation proceduresin real-world data are summarized in Table 1.

Eligibility criteriaincluded age of 5 to 11 years for children or 12 to 20 years for adolescents at the start
of the study period and no previous COVID-19 vaccination or documented SARS-CoV-2 infection.
Additionally, participants were required to have a prior encounter (including telephone or telehealth
encounters) within 18 months of cohort entrance to ensure that they had an ongoing interaction with the
health system.

The intervention of interest was vaccination, in comparison with no receipt of any type of COVID-19
vaccine. Since the BNT162b2 vaccine covered more than 85% of documented vaccinations among
children and adolescents in the PEDShet database, in this study we focused primarily on studying the
effectiveness of this vaccine, athough the supplementary appendix reports a sensitivity analysis
investigating all types of reported COVID-19 assessed in the U.S., with 85.6% BNT162b2, 1.2% mRNA-
1273, and 12.4% unspecified COVID-19 vaccine.

In the emulation of the target trias, the cohort entrance date for the intervention group was defined as the
date of the first dose of the BNT162b2 vaccine, while for the comparator group, it was a randomly
selected date from visits, chosen to ensure the distribution of index dates for the control group matched
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the distribution of index dates for the vaccination group to control for time effects. The risk period for the
study began 28 days after the index date such that infections within 28 days were excluded.

Randomized trials achieve balance across potential confounders by randomly alocating the treatment to
intervention and comparator groups. In our trial emulation, we balanced the intervention and comparator
groups by adjusting for a large number of measured confounders using propensity score stratification™.
We built the propensity score model based on demographic factors including age, sex, race/ethnicity,
clinical factors including obesity status, a chronic condition indicator as defined by the Pediatric Medical
Complexity Algorithm (PMCA)Y, and alist of pre-existing chronic conditions, and healthcare utilization
factors including the number of inpatients, outpatients, ED visits, unique mediations, and the number of
negative COVID-19 tests prior to the cohort entry. We dtratified the patients into propensity score
quintiles based on these factors. We refer to Table S1 in the Supplementary Appendix for detailed
definitions of study variables.

The four COVID-19 outcomes of interest were: documented SARS-CoV-2 infection, mild COVID-19,
moderate/severe COVID-19, and ICU admission with COVID-19. We did not evaluate death from
COVID-19 asit was too rare among children and adolescents to study quantitatively. In the emulation of
target trials, SARS-CoV-2 infections were defined by and occurrence of positive polymerase-chain-
reaction (PCR), serology, or antigen tests or diagnoses of COVID-19, post-acute sequelae of SARS-CoV -
2 (PASC), or multisystem inflammatory syndrome in children (MIS-C) regardless of the presence of
symptoms. Classification of mild, moderate, or severe COVID-19 infections was defined based on the
severity classification of COVID-19 in Forrest et a. (2022)". ICU admission with COVID-19 was
defined by any ICU visit 7 days prior to 13 days after documented SARS-CoV -2 infection. Additionally,
we also considered the clinical outcomes of myocarditis or pericarditis incidence to evaluate the effect of
the BNT162b2 vaccine in terms of cardiac outcomes.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

We evaluated covariate balancing after propensity score stratification by plotting the standardized mean
differences (SMD) between variable values for the vaccinated and unvaccinated groups, with a difference
of 0.1 or less indicating an acceptable balance. We used Poisson regression to estimate the relative risk
between two treatment arms for the risk of each outcome while adjusting for different follow-up lengths
among participants. Since immunization records are often captured and stored across multiple
disconnected sources, resulting in incomplete vaccination records in patients EHRs, we mitigated the
potential bias arising from this measurement error by incorporating an integration likelihood of the
Poisson regression with a pre-specified range of misclassification rates. The vaccine effectiveness was
defined as 100*(1-relative risk). The details of statistical methods are described in Section S1 of the
Supplementary Appendix.

We conducted secondary analyses stratified by 2-month intervals since receipt of vaccination to
investigate the durability of vaccine protection. Subgroup analyses were also performed to investigate
differencesin vaccine protection according to age groups (5-to-8, 9-to-11, 12-to-15, 16-t0-20).

SENSITIVITY ANALY SES
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Extensive sensitivity analyses were conducted to evaluate the robustness of the research findings; see
Supplementary Appendix sections S3-10 for the impacts of cohort design. In scenarios in which any
categorical covariates were unbalanced (with a standardized mean difference>0.1), we included a
sensitivity analysis excluding participants in that category. Since the proportion of patients entered with
ED visits is relatively low in the vaccinated cohort compared to the unvaccinated, we conducted a
sensitivity analysis excluding all participants who entered the cohort due to an ED visit. We studied the
dose-response of BNT162b2 by defining a single-dose vaccination as one-dose 28 days prior to infection
and two-dose vaccination as the receipt of a second dose 14 days prior to infection. To further evaluate
the risk of cardiac outcomes associated with vaccination, we estimated the vaccine effects on myocarditis
and pericarditis stratified by gender and age groups. Residual study bias from unmeasured and systematic
sources can still exist in observational studies after controlling for measured confounders; thus, we
conducted negative control outcome experiments™'®*’, where the null hypothesis of no effect was
believed to be true using 40 negative control outcomes pre-specified by pediatric physicians. The
empirical null distribution and calibrated effectiveness were reported as sensitivity analyses. We also
reported the estimated vaccine effectiveness from all brands of COVID-19 vaccines.

MISSINGNESS IN VACCINE RECORDS

Vaccine status may be missing for individuals whose vaccine doses were administered by a site outside of
the PEDSnet network care delivery sites. It is likely that patients recorded as vaccinated in the EHR are
true positives, so specificity could be very high, but sensitivity would be reduced by undocumented
vaccinations (false negatives). To account for potential bias from the misclassification of vaccination
status, a range of possible sensitivities based on our prior study was pre-specified for each study. The
sensitivity range was considered to be 0.8 to 1 for the study involving children and 0.7 to 0.9 for the
studies involving adolescents. By accounting for misclassification and specifying a range of sensitivity,
the study aimed to minimize the impact of bias caused by the misclassification in the estimation of the
effectiveness of the COVID-19 vaccine among children and adolescents. The details of statistical methods
are described in Section S1 of the Supplementary Appendix.

To further evaluate the robustness of statistical methods we used to account for misclassification, we
varied the trial emulation procedure by considering various methods for bias correction, including the
naive method (without adjusting for misclassification), using different ranges of misclassification rates,
and using a fully Bayesian method™. To evaluate the impact of differential misclassification on
effectiveness estimates, we conducted sensitivity analyses simulating vaccination status according to
various differential misclassification scenarios. Results from these sensitivity analyses are summarized in
section S11-13 of the Supplementary Appendix.

RESULTS

STUDY POPULATION

A total of 77,392 adolescents within the PEDSnet network were identified to study the effectiveness of
vaccination against Deltainfection and severe outcomes (see Table 2A for baseline characteristics).
111,539 children and 56,080 adolescents were included in the cohort to study the effectiveness of
vaccination against the Omicron infections (see Table 2B for baseline characteristics). The vaccinated and
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unvaccinated groups had a slightly unbalanced distribution of testing rates before cohort entry across al
three cohorts. After propensity-score stratification, all covariates were well balanced between vaccinated
and unvaccinated groups with an SMD smaller than 0.1 in the Omicron study involving children (Figure
S1) and involving adolescents (Figure S2). In the study evaluating vaccine effectiveness for adolescents
during the Delta period, one site remained unbalanced after propensity-score stratification with an SMD
larger than 0.1, and thus a sensitivity analysis was conducted by excluding participants from this site
which gave consistent results with the primary analysis (see Figure S3 and Section $4 in Supplementary
Appendix).

VACCINE EFFECTIVENESS

Table 3A summarizes the estimated vaccine effectiveness in three target-trial emulations and Figure 2
shows the durability of protection. The vaccine effectiveness was estimated to be 98.4% (95% Cl, 98.1 to
98.7) among adolescents in the Delta period, 74.3% (95% ClI, 72.2 to 76.2) against documented infection
among children in the Omicron period, and 85.5% (95% CI, 83.8 to 87.1) among adolescents in the
Omicron period. During the Delta period, the vaccine effectiveness against documented infection
remained stable throughout the follow-up period of the study. After 4 months following the first dose,
vaccine effectiveness against documented infection with Omicron declined from 82.3% (95% ClI, 77.9 to
85.8) to 70.6% (95% Cl, 65.9 to 74.6) among children, and from 91.3% (95% ClI, 87.6 to 94.0) to 82.9%
(95% ClI, 79.0 to 86.1) among adolescents. Although vaccine effectiveness against documented infection
stabilized after this initial decline, the corresponding confidence intervals were much wider indicating
higher levels of uncertainty.

VACCINE EFFECTIVENESS: SEVERE ILLNESS AND COMPLICATIONS

During the Delta period, the vaccine was found to have high effectiveness against documented infection
98.4% (95% CI, 98.1, 98.7) and severe COVID-19 outcomes. The estimated relative risk reduction in
percentage of the vaccine on myocarditis was 73.8% (95% Cl, 43.8, 87.6) and pericarditis was 66.1% (95%
Cl, 14.8, 86.5). The estimated vaccine effectiveness against the Omicron variant in children was 73.5%
(95% ClI, 69.2 to 77.1) against mild COVID-19, 75.5% (95% ClI, 69.0 to 81.0) against moderate or severe
COVID-19, and 84.9% (95% ClI, 64.8 to 93.5) against ICU admission with COVID-19. The estimated
relative risk reduction in percentage of the vaccine on myocarditis was 71.4% (95% ClI, 8.8, 91.0) and
pericarditis was 69.1% (95% CI, -19.7, 92.0). In the Omicron study in adolescents, the vaccine
effectiveness was estimated to be 87.0% (95% ClI, 83.5 to 89.8) against mild COVID-19, 84.8% (95% Cl,
77.3 to 89.9) against moderate or severe COVID-19, and 91.5% (95% ClI, 69.5 to 97.6) against ICU
admission with COVID-19. The estimated relative risk reduction in percentage of the vaccine on
myocarditis was 82.0% (95% ClI, 46.6, 94.0) and pericarditis was 83.7% (95% ClI, 43.3, 95.3) in this
cohort.

SENSITIVITY ANALYSES AND ADDRESSING MISCLASSIFICATION BIAS

Table SO presents the proportion of vaccinated participants with single-dose and two-dose vaccination in
three studies. Table 3B summarizes the single-dose and two-dose vaccine effectiveness indicating the two
doses of the BNT162b2 vaccine are dlightly more effective against the Omicron variant while much more
effective against the Delta variant than one dose. Section S9 presents negative control experiments of
three target-trial emulations using 40 negative control outcomes. After accounting for systematic error
through calibration using negative control outcomes, our findings indicate a slight shift in point estimates
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accompanied by wider confidence intervals. This suggests the presence of a minor degree of systematic
error, as well as additional uncertainty characterized by the estimated distribution derived from the
negative control outcomes.

Section S11 shows effectiveness estimated from the naive method and proposed trial emulation pipeline
with different ranges of sensitivity of vaccination status captured by EHR. The comparison results
indicated that the vaccine effectiveness was reasonably consistent across different sensitivity ranges,
suggesting that our primary analysis was robust to changes in the range of sensitivity considered. Section
S12 shows the comparative results to a fully Bayesian method indicating nearly identical results. Section
S13 shows sensitivity analyses on differential misclassifications which demonstrates the trial emulation
pipeline corrects the bias even when the non-differential misclassification assumption does not hold.

DISCUSSION

We emulated three target trials to evaluate the effectiveness of BNT162b2 vaccines for the prevention of
documented COVID-19 infections and severe disease in a national network of pediatric health systemsin
the U.S. During the period of time where the Omicron variant was dominant, the BNT162b2 vaccine was
associated with a moderate protection against infection and severe outcomes with an effectiveness of
approximately 70% for children and 85% for adolescents. The estimated protection decreased by roughly
10% around four months from the first dose and slightly waned over time. During the period of time
where the Delta variant was dominant, the BNT162b2 vaccine in adolescents was associated with strong
protection with effectiveness higher than 95% and with little evidence of waning during the follow-up
period.

Our study has severa strengths. First, we used a nationa network of academic medical centers that
covered a diverse cohort being more representative of the general pediatric population, provided a robust
sample size, and allowed for multiple subgroup analyses and detection of rare outcomes. Second, the
richness of these EHR data allowed us to investigate the effectiveness against infection of different levels
of severity as well as adjust for a broad set of confounders. Third, we conducted the negative control
outcome experiments to assess the potential residual bias due to unmeasured confounders and other
potential sources of systematic bias in the data. These experiments revealed a small amount of systematic
error but with excessive uncertainty across different negative control outcomes, leading to wider
confidence intervals of our estimated effectiveness that honestly reflects the impacts of unmeasured
confounding and other potential sources of residual biases™. Finally, to the best of our knowledge, thisis
the first target trial emulation evaluating COVID-19 vaccines against infection and severe outcomes that
explicitly handle exposure misclassification.

Our study also has several potential limitations. First, effectiveness was investigated against documented
infection in a cohort without previous infection, but potential bias from undocumented infections cannot
be ruled out, especidly if these occurred differentially in the vaccinated and unvaccinated cohorts. Our
inclusion of previous negative COVID-19 tests as a confounder can adjust for the propensity to get tested
which could partially adjust for this factor. Moreover, the increasing availability of at-home rapid antigen
testing kits over time could have further reduced the testing frequency captured by EHR. This factor is
expected to have less impact on severe outcomes that are associated with specific symptoms of the
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infection. Baseline confounders were balanced between vaccinated and unvaccinated groups, which
should adjust for between-cohort differences in exposure risks and risks of severe infections. Second, as
in any observational study, assignment to the vaccine group was non-random and the validity of the
results could be impacted by unmeasured confounders. To evaluate the impact of unmeasured
confounders and residual bias, we conducted negative control experiments that quantified the robustness
of our results.

Third, in this study, patients who had received vaccinations prior to the start of the study period were
excluded. Due to missing vaccine records, some patients who had previously been vaccinated may have
still entered the cohort, particularly in the unvaccinated group. However, the trial emulation pipeline used
in this study adjusted for potential bias resulting from unrecorded vaccinated patients which could also
reduce the bias resulting from this issue. Fourth, in the Omicron study involving adolescents, the cohort
included adolescents who had their first vaccine after January 1, 2022. Since the use of BNT162b2
vaccines was authorized in adolescents aged 12-15 years on May 10, 2021, this cohort may represent a
population with late vaccines which reduces the generalizability of the findings. Finally, in the dose-
response analyses, the effectiveness of a single dose of the BNT162b2 vaccine was estimated by
comparing patients who had a one-dose record in EHR to those with no vaccination, which may
potentially reveal the effectiveness of mixing of single- and two-dose due to the missingness of the
second dose. However, as the second dose is aways scheduled at the receipt of the first dose, we consider
the proportion of missingness on the second dose should be low.

Although this study provides evidence of a slight waning of vaccine effectiveness 4 months following the
first dose against Omicron infection and the effectiveness is stabilized after 4 months, waning can be
impacted by vaccines during the follow-up period and other factors. Patients who got boosters during the
follow-up period were not excluded from the study. A sensitivity analysis evaluating the durability of
two-dose vaccine effectiveness considering the third dose as censoring did not suggest a significantly
different conclusion. A future study is warranted to investigate the effect of booster vaccination among
children and adolescents. Furthermore, despite the recognized risk of myocarditis associated with
COVID-19 vaccines in young men and teen boys, the study reveals alower relative risk of myocarditisin
vaccinated groups which can be explained by its reduced likelihood of infection®,

In summary, this study involving national pediatric cohorts in the U.S. estimates moderate effectiveness
of the BNT162b2 vaccine for preventing infection and severe diseases of the SARS-CoV-2 Omicron
variant, and high effectiveness against the Delta variant. This study reveals a low risk of cardiac-related
outcomes among children and adolescents who were vaccinated. This study significantly contributes to
our knowledge of the BNT162b2 vaccinein the U.S. pediatric population using arigorously designed trial
emulation pipeline accounting for the incomplete capture of vaccination status in EHR datain the U.S.
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Figure 1. Selection of participants for the emulation of three target trials evaluating the effectiveness of
the BNT162b2 vaccine in preventing infection with SARS-CoV-2 in (Target trial 1) adolescents aged 12-
20 years during the period when the Delta variant was prevalent, (Target trial 2) children aged 5to 11
years and (Target trial 3) adolescents aged 12 to 20 years during the period when the Omicron variant
was prevalent.
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Table 1. Specification and emulation of three target trials evaluating effectiveness of the BNT162b2
vaccine in preventing infection with Delta and Omicron variants in children and adolescents.

Protocol Target trial specification Target trial emulation
component
Eligibility criteria e Aged 12-20 at 2021-07-01 for studying Deltain adolescents (Target ~ Sameas for thetarget trial, except that,

trial 1), aged 5-11 at 2022-01-01 for studying Omicron in children
(Target trial 2), and aged 12-20 at 2022-01-01 for studying Omicron
in adolescents (Target trial 3), or

. No previously documented infection SARS-CoV-2 based on
positive polymerase-chain-reaction (PCR), serology, or antigen tests
or diagnoses of COVID-19, post-acute sequelae of SARS-CoV-2
(PASC), or multisystem inflammatory syndromein children (MIS-
©

. No previous COVID-19 vaccination

. Known demographic information

. User of the healthcare system of PEDSnet (defined as having at least
one primary care visit in the past 18 months)

Treatment strategies (1)  Receive one dose of BNT162b2 vaccine
(2)  Noreceipt of any COVID-19 vaccines

participants without any interaction with the
healthcare system during the study period were
excluded to ensure these personshad an
ongoing relationship with the health systems.

Same as for the target trial. We defined the
vaccination status and date using immunization
records ascertained from health system records,
using either the presence of a CV X code
designating an administered or patient-reported
dose or of a source value containing the terms
“COVID” or “sars’ in theimmunization table.

Treatment Participants arerandomly assigned to be vaccinated within strata defined We assumed random assignment after
assignment based on age, sex, race/ethnicity, obesity, PMCA, # of inpatient, outpatient, ~ propensity score stratification using the same
ED, unique mediations, negative tests 18 monthsto 7 days prior to cohort set of variables.
entry (0,1,2,>=3), hospital index, medical conditions. Individuals will be
aware of the assigned treatment strategy.
Outcomes . Documented SARS-CoV-2 infection Same as for thetarget trial.
. Mild COVID-19 (COVID-19-related symptoms: abdominal pain,
anorexia, cough, diarrhea, fever/chills, headache, loss of taste or
smell, fatigue, myalgia, nasal congestion, nausea, sore throat,
respiratory symptoms, and vomiting.)
. Moderate or severe COVID-19 (Moderate COVID-19 including acute
bronchitis, bronchiolitis, dehydration, gastroenteritis, pneumonia, and
use of intravenous fluids during the first 6 hours of an ED visit, and
severe COVID-19 including acute respiratory distress syndrome,
acute kidney injury, acuteliver failure, death,
encephal opathy/encephalitis, myocarditis, pericarditis, respiratory
failure, sepsis, shock, thromboembolism, evidence of ICU level care,
invasive or noninvasive mechanical ventilation, or
vasopressor/inotropic support.)
. ICU admission with COVID-19
Follow-up For each participant, follow-up starts 28 days after the day of vaccination Same as for thetarget trial.
(baseline) and ends on 2021-11-30 for the Delta study in adolescents
(Target trial 1), and 2022-11-30 for Omicron studiesin children and
adolescents (Target trials 2 and 3).
Causal contrasts Intention-to-treat effect. Observational analogue.

Statistical anaysis

Relative risk comparing the vaccinated and unvaccinated cohorts using
Poisson regression to adjust for different lengths of follow-up. Subgroup
analyses by baseline age and time since the receipt of the first dose of the
BNT162b2 vaccine.

Same as for thetarget trial, except that,

we adjust for the potential bias from the
misclassified vaccination status by integrating
the Poisson likelihood in areasonable range of
misclassification rates.
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Table 2A. Basdline characteristics of adolescents 12 to 20 years of age in the study of the effectiveness of
the BNT162b2 vaccine in preventing infection and severe diseases with SARS-CoV -2 during the period
when the Delta variant was prevalent.

Delta study in adolescents

Vaccinated Unvaccinated Overall
(N=45,007) (N=32,385) (N=77,392)
Age
Median [Q1, Q3] 1413, 16] 15 [13, 17] 15 [13, 16]
Distribution
12 8922 (19.8%) 4926 (15.2%) 13848 (17.9%)
13 8099 (18.0%) 4864 (15.0%) 12963 (16.7%)
14 8037 (17.9%) 4923 (15.2%) 12960 (16.7%)
15 7311 (16.2%) 4749 (14.7%) 12060 (15.6%)
16 5450 (12.1%) 4546 (14.0%) 9996 (12.9%)
17 4076 (9.1%) 3991 (12.3%) 8067 (10.4%)
18 1674 (3.7%) 2075 (6.4%) 3749 (4.8%)
19 942 (2.1%) 1461 (4.5%) 2403 (3.1%)
20 496 (1.1%) 850 (2.6%) 1346 (1.7%)
Gender
Female 23,589 (52.4%) 16,500 (50.9%) 40,089 (51.8%)
Male 21,416 (47.6%) 15,880 (49.0%) 37,296 (48.2%)
Ethnicity
White 16,446 (50.8%) 17,964 (39.9%) 34,410 (44.5%)
Black/AA 6,019 (18.6%) 12,012 (26.7%) 18,031 (23.3%)
Hispanic 4,925 (15.2%) 9,629 (21.4%) 14,554 (18.8%)
Other/Unknown 4,995 (15.4%) 5,402 (12.0%) 10,397 (13.4%)
Hospital
A 5,424 (12.1%) 7,385 (22.8%) 12,809 (16.6%)
B 12,884 (28.6%) 5,216 (16.1%) 18,100 (23.4%)
c 6,333 (14.1%) 3,457 (10.7%) 9,790 (12.6%)
D 1,723 (3.8%) 914 (2.8%) 2,637 (3.4%)
E 4,369 (9.7%) 6,063 (18.7%) 10,432 (13.5%)
F 12,831 (28.5%) 3,409 (10.5%) 16,240 (21.0%)
G 1,430 (3.2%) 1,457 (4.5%) 2,887 (3.7%)
H 13 (0.0%) 4,484 (13.8%) 4,497 (5.8%)
Entry time
07/2021 - 09/2021 38,335 (85.2%) 24,509 (75.7%) 62,844 (81.2%)
10/2021 - 11/2021 6,672 (14.8%) 7,876 (24.3%) 14,548 (18.8%)
Obesity
0 28,029 (62.3%) 22,479 (69.4%) 50,508 (65.3%)
1 16,978 (37.7%) 9,906 (30.6%) 26,884 (34.7%)
PMCA

0 25,634 (57.0%) 19,916 (61.5%) 45,550 (58.9%)
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1 10,915 (24.3%) 6,417 (19.8%) 17,332 (22.4%)
2 8,458 (18.8%) 6,052 (18.7%) 14,510 (18.7%)

Negativetestsprior entry

0 1,330 (3.0%) 2,888 (8.9%) 4,218 (5.5%)
1 34,272 (76.1%) 16,299 (50.3%) 50,571 (65.3%)
2 7,388 (16.4%) 9,739 (30.1%) 17,127 (22.1%)

>=3 2,017 (4.5%) 3,459 (10.7%) 5,476 (7.1%)
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Omicron study in children Omicron study in adolescents
Vaccinated Unvaccinated Overall Vaccinated Unvaccinated Overall
(N=50,398) (N=61,141) (N=111,539) (N=21,180) (N=34,900) (N=56,080)
Age
Median [Q1, Q3] 816, 10] 716,9 8[6, 10] 14[13, 16] 15[13, 17] 1513, 17]
Distribution
5 8,165 (16.2%) 13,321 (21.8%) 21,486 (19.3%)
6 7,447 (14.8%) 11,314 (18.5%) 18,761 (16.8%)
7 7,090 (14.1%) 9,151 (15.0%) 16,241 (14.6%)
8 7,028 (13.9%) 7,922 (13.0%) 14,950 (13.4%)
9 6,773 (13.4%) 7,085 (11.6%) 13,858 (12.4%)
10 7,011 (13.9%) 6,434 (10.5%) 13,445 (12.1%)
1 6,884 (13.7%) 5,914 (9.7%) 12,798 (11.5%)
12 4754 (22.4%) 5760 (16.5%) 10514 (18.7%)
13 3421 (16.2%) 5520 (15.8%) 8941 (15.9%)
14 3338 (15.8%) 5299 (15.2%) 8637 (15.4%)
15 3123 (14.7%) 5315 (15.2%) 8438 (15.0%)
16 2634 (12.4%) 4944 (14.2%) 7578 (13.5%)
17 2201 (10.4%) 3836 (11.0%) 6037 (10.8%)
18 986 (4.7%) 2114 (6.1%) 3100 (5.5%)
19 475 (2.2%) 1400 (4.0%) 1875 (3.3%)
20 248 (1.2%) 712 (2.0%) 960 (1.7%)
Gender
Female 23,962 (47.5%) 28,669 (46.9%) 52,631 (47.2%) 11,402 (53.8%) 17,954 (51.4%) 29,356 (52.3%)
Male 26,436 (52.5%) 32,468 (53.1%) 58,904 (52.8%) 9,775 (46.2%) 16,939 (48.5%) 26,714 (47.6%)
Ethnicity
White 14,399 (28.6%) 24,644 (40.3%) 39,043 (35.0%) 16,240 (46.5%) 6,836 (32.3%) 23,076 (41.1%)
Black/AA 13,711 (27.2%) 13,733 (22.5%) 27,444 (24.6%) 6,154 (17.6%) 6,157 (29.1%) 12,311 (22.0%)
Hispanic 12,119 (24.0%) 12,781 (20.9%) 24,900 (22.3%) 6,287 (18.0%) 3,784 (17.9%) 10,071 (18.0%)
Other/Unknown 10,169 (20.2%) 9,983 (16.3%) 20,152 (18.1%) 6,219 (17.8%) 4,403 (20.8%) 10,622 (18.9%)
Hospital
A 5,019 (10.0%) 9,266 (15.2%) 14,285 (12.8%) 2,131 (10.1%) 5,183 (14.9%) 7,314 (13.0%)
B 15,229 (30.2%) 13,168 (21.5%) 28,397 (25.5%) 6,397 (30.2%) 6,556 (18.8%) 12,953 (23.1%)
c 5,482 (10.9%) 7,409 (12.1%) 12,891 (11.6%) 1,719 (8.1%) 4,075 (11.7%) 5,794 (10.3%)
D 4,766 (9.5%) 2,878 (4.7%) 7,644 (6.9%) 678 (3.2%) 1,337 (3.8%) 2,015 (3.6%)
E 5,843 (11.6%) 10,551 (17.3%) 16,394 (14.7%) 2,047 (9.7%) 4,263 (12.2%) 6,310 (11.3%)
F 9,786 (19.4%) 11,348 (18.6%) 21,134 (18.9%) 3,563 (16.8%) 5,186 (14.9%) 8,749 (15.6%)
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Table 2B. Baseline characteristics of children 5to 11 and adolescents 12 to 20 years of age in the study of
the effectiveness of the BNT162b2 vaccine in preventing infection and severe diseases with SARS-CoV -2
during periods when Omicron variant was prevalent.
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Entry time
01/2022 - 03/2022
04/2022 - 06/2022
07/2022 - 09/2022
10/2022 - 11/2022

Obesity

2

Negative tests prior
entry

0
1
2

>=3

1,250 (2.5%)
3,023 (6.0%)

37,970 (75.3%)
5,882 (11.7%)
4,994 (9.9%)

1,552 (3.1%)

33,381 (66.2%)
17,017 (33.8%)

33,870 (67.2%)
10,000 (19.8%)
6,528 (13.0%)

2,337 (4.6%)
34,077 (67.6%)
10,514 (20.9%)

3,470 (6.9%)

It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

3,239 (5.3%)
3,282 (5.4%)

32,523 (53.2%)
11,919 (19.5%)
10,329 (16.9%)
6,370 (10.4%)

42,165 (69.0%)
18,976 (31.0%)

40,976 (67.0%)
11,189 (18.3%)
8,976 (14.7%)

5,640 (9.2%)
28,417 (46.5%)
19,816 (32.4%)
7,268 (11.9%)

4,489 (4.0%)
6,305 (5.7%)

70,493 (63.2%)
17,801 (16.0%)
15,323 (13.7%)

7,922 (7.1%)

75,546 (67.7%)
35,993 (32.3%)

74,846 (67.1%)
21,189 (19.0%)
15,504 (13.9%)

7,977 (7.2%)
62,494 (56.0%)
30,330 (27.2%)

10,738 (9.6%)

622 (2.9%)
4,023 (19.0%)

14,684 (69.3%)
3,344 (15.8%)
2,206 (10.4%)

946 (4.5%)

13,832 (65.3%)
7,348 (34.7%)

13,482 (63.7%)
4,382 (20.7%)
3,316 (15.7%)

768 (3.6%)
15,707 (74.2%)
3,654 (17.3%)
1,051 (5.0%)

2,353 (6.7%)

5,947 (17.0%)

1,9032 (54.5%)
7,087 (20.3%)
5,479 (15.7%)
3,302 (9.5%)

23,895 (68.5%)
11,005 (31.5%)

21,079 (60.4%)
6,764 (19.4%)
7,057 (20.2%)

2,966 (8.5%)
17,303 (49.6%)
11,012 (31.6%)
3,619 (10.4%)

2,975 (5.3%)
9,970 (17.8%)

33,716 (60.1%)

10,431 (18.6%)
7,685 (13.7%)
4,248 (7.6%)

37,727 (67.3%)
18,353 (32.7%)

34,561 (61.6%)
11,146 (19.9%)
10,373 (18.5%)

3,734 (6.7%)
33,010 (58.9%)
14,666 (26.2%)

4,670 (8.3%)
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Table 3A. Estimated effectiveness of the BNT162b2 vaccine in preventing infection and severe diseases
with SARS-CoV-2 in children and adolescents.

. ! Vaccine effectiveness (in %)
Vaccinated Unvaccinated Overall and 95% O

Delta study in adolescents

Follow-up
Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 644,162 398,906 1,043,068
Median [Q1, Q3] 1612, 18] 139, 17] 15[10, 18]

Incidencerate per 10,000 per son-wk

Documented infection 247 42.72 17.86 98.4(98.1, 98.7)

Mild COVID-19 0.43 11.58 4.70 99.0(98.5, 99.3)

Moderate or severe COVID-19 0.20 3.94 1.63 98.7 (97.4, 99.3)

ICU admission with COVID-19 0.02 0.43 0.17 99.0(92.5, 99.9)

Myocarditis 0.26 0.75 0.45 73.8(43.8, 87.6)*

Pericarditis 0.19 0.43 0.28 66.1 (14.8, 86.5)*
Age 12-15yr

Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 458,981 229,083 688,064

Documented infection 2.37 44.87 16.52 99.0(98.6, 99.3)
Age 16-21 yr

Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 185,181 169,823 355,003

Documented infection 2.70 39.81 20.45 97.0(95.9, 97.8)

Omicron study in children

Follow-up
Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 1,925,686 1,911,599 3,837,285
Median [Q1, Q3] 44 (35, 46] 36 [19, 44] 40 [25, 45]

Incidencerate per 10,000 per son-wk

Documented infection 4.95 17.46 11.18 74.3(72.2,76.2)

Mild COVID-19 141 4.96 3.18 73.5(69.2, 77.1)

Moderate or severe COVID-19 0.49 213 131 75.5(69.0, 81.0)

ICU admission with COVID-19 0.04 0.26 0.15 84.9(64.8, 93.5)

Myocarditis 0.02 0.07 0.04 71.4(8.8, 91.0)*

Pericarditis 0.02 0.05 0.03 69.1 (-19.7, 92.0)*
Age5-8yr

Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 1,101,418 1,254,819 2,356,236

Documented infection 5.08 15.99 10.89 71.3(68.2, 74.1)
Age9-11yr

Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 824,268 656,780 1,481,049

Documented infection 4.79 20.28 11.66 77.9(75.1, 80.4)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.16.23291515
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.06.16.23291515; this version posted June 21, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Omicron study in adolescents

Follow-up
Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 772,176 1,113,561 1,885,736
Median [Q1, Q3] 42[30, 49] 37[22, 44] 39[25, 45]

Incidence rate per 10,000 per son-wk

Documented infection 4.99 25.59 17.16 85.5(83.8, 87.1)

Mild COVID-19 117 6.48 431 87.0(83.5, 89.8)

Moderate or severe COVID-19 0.40 2.76 1.79 84.8(77.3,89.9)

ICU admission with COVID-19 0.04 0.43 0.27 91.5 (69.5, 97.6)

Myocarditis 0.05 0.25 0.17 82.0 (46.6, 94.0)*

Pericarditis 0.04 0.21 0.14 83.7 (43.3, 95.3)*
Age 12-15yr

Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 524,053 654,315 1,178,368

Documented infection 5.15 25.57 16.49 85.8(83.6, 87.7)
Age 16-21 yr

Total follow-up — no. of person-wk 248,123 459,246 707,368

Documented infection 4.63 25.63 18.26 85.9(82.7, 88.5)

*: vaccine effectiveness was defined as 100* (1- relative risk) which represents the relative risk reduction
in percentage in the vaccinated groups compared to the unvaccinated.
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Table 3B. Estimated single-dose and two-dose vaccine effectiveness in preventing infection and severe
diseases with SARS-CoV-2 in children and adolescents

Outcomes Single-dose Vaccine effectiveness (95 % Cl) Two-dose Vaccine effectiveness (95 % Cl)

Documented infection

Mild COVID-19

Moderate or severe COVID-19
ICU admission with COVID-19

Documented infection

Mild COVID-19

Moderate or severe COVID-19
ICU admission with COVID-19

Documented infection

Mild COVID-19

Moderate or severe COVID-19
ICU admission with COVID-19

Delta study in adolescents
91.2(88.0, 93.6)

94.7 (89.0, 97.4)

86.8 (68.7, 94.4)

99.0 (-, -)

Omicron study in children
73.8(69.4, 77.5)
67.2(57.3,74.8)

75.9 (60.9, 85.1)
54.4 (0.0, 84.1)
Omicron study in adolescents
83.4(80.7, 85.6)
84.8(79.3, 88.8)
86.4 (75.5, 92.4)
89.2 (52.4, 97.5)

98.6 (98.2, 98.9)
99.0 (98.4, 99.4)
99.0 (97.6, 99.6)
98.5 (85.3, 99.8)

72.3(69.8, 74.6)
73.3(68.4, 77.5)
72.7 (64.2, 79.2)
90.7 (70.7, 97.0)

85.4 (82.5, 87.9)
88.2 (82.7, 92.0)
815 (68.1, 89.3)
89.2 (16.4, 98.6)
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Figure 2. Stratified effectiveness of the BNT162b2 vaccine in preventing infection with SARS-CoV-2in
children and adolescents by 2-month intervals since receipt of the first dose
A. Delta study in adolescents
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